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The claims are 1-7, 9, 11-16. 18 and 20, which have been 
rejected on the ground of non-statutory obviousness type do-uble- 
patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1--16 of the Kropf- 
Eilers et al^ U.S. Patent No. 7,322,463. Essentially, the 
Examiner's position is that Applicants' claim 1 herein is the 
same as claim 1 of the Kropf^Eilers et al. '463 patent except 
that it merely incorporates claim 2 of the Kropf-Ellers et aJ. 
'463 patent into Applicants' claim 1 herein. 

This rejection is respectfully traversed - 

As set forth in claim 1, Applicants' invention provides a 
conveyor belt having a bearing side and a backing side made of 
elastomer material, as well as an embedded reinforcement carrier. 
The backing side is reinforced with ball- type elements, with each 
ball- type elements having a diameter 1 to 5 mm and the elastomer 
density of each ball-type element reinforcement being 1.0 to 2.0 
g/cm^. 
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Contrary to the Examiner position. Applicants' claim 1 is 
not the same as claim 1 of the Kropf-Eilers et al. '463 patent 
except for incorporating claim 2 of the Kropf-Eilers &t al. '463 
patent into claim 1. Specifically, as recited in Applicants' 
claim" 1, the backing side" is reinforced with ball-type 
elements. In contrast, claim 1 of the Kropf-Eilers et al. '463 
patent recites that the '^bearing side" is reinforced with ball- 
type elements- Moreover, contrary to the Examiner's position. 
Applicants' claim 1 herein does not specify that the layer 6 is 
disposed close to the reinforcement carrier as recited in claim 2 
o£ the Kropf-Eilers et al. '463 patent. 

A conveyor belt has a carrier (bearing) side and a contact 
side (backing side) with which different service requirements and 
problems are connected. Applicants' conveyor belt as recited in 
claim 1 herein has improved indentation rolling resistence which 
results in a lower demand for energy. In contrast, the conveyor 
belt of claim 1 o£ the Kropf-Eilers et al. '463 patent has 
improved ixr^act protection or cut ' protection. Thus, it is 
respectfully submitted that claim 1 of the Kropf-Eilers '463 
patent fails to disclose or suggest a conveyor belt in which the 
backing side is reinforced with ball- type elements as recited in 

- 3 - 



PAGE4l5'RCVDAT5»83:10:t2PM [Eastern Daylight T^^^^ 



COLLARD tt ROE. P.C. Fax:518-365-9805 May 8 2008 03:10piii P005/Q05 

RECEIVED 
CENTRAL FAX CENTER 

MAY 0 8 2008 

Applicants' claim 1 herein. Therefore/ it is respectfully 
submitted that there is no obviousness do'uble-patenting. of 
Applicants " claim 1 over claims 1—16 of the Kjcopf—Eilers et a2. 
\463 patent. 



In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully requested that 
the claims be allowed and that this case be passed to issue. 

^orcha^,\Bt4g. No. 29, 2 98 



Respectfully submitted, 
Adolf OKEQPF-EILER5 





COLLABD & ROE. P,C. Fr 

1077 Northern Boulevard Axtomeys^ for Applfcants 
Roslyn, New York 11576 
(516) 365-9802 
FJDrdjp 

CERTIFICATE QF FACSIWXLE TRANSMISSIOM 



Fax No. 571^273-8300 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being 
facsimile- transmission to the Commissioner of Patents,^ 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450, on May 



by 

ox 14S0, 




R:\Pateilt5\XVKR0PF-EILER5. A. ET Mt 1 PCT\AHBNI»£QIT 5-08. wpd 



^ 4 ^ 



PAGE 5/S'RCVDAT5M008 3:10:12PM [Eastern DaylightM^ 



